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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is of major importance to the scientific and agricultural communities, bringing together current data on the use of plant growth regulators (PGRs) in strawberry cultivation. It examines in detail the impact of auxins, cytokinins and gibberellins on key parameters such as rooting, flowering precocity, fruit quality and yield, providing practical recommendations for optimizing production. The article specifies effective dosages (for example, 19.97 mg/L of NAA to increase sugar content, or 150 ppm of GA₃ combined with zinc to reduce the flowering cycle), offering growers concrete tools to improve their cultural techniques. What's more, by exploring the synergistic and antagonistic effects of PGRs, it opens up research perspectives on hormone interactions, shedding light on species-specific mechanisms. This study supports sustainable agriculture by showing how the strategic use of these regulators can increase productive efficiency while limiting the use of chemical inputs, thus contributing to the global challenges of food security and environmental preservation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	The abstract is partially comprehensive. While it highlights key findings and PGR effects, it omits critical details about methodology, statistical rigor, and explicit conclusions. To improve, it should structure content clearly, define objectives, and elaborate on methods and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript lacks scientific rigor due to critical citation errors, methodological ambiguities, and terminology issues. Although the core content is consistent with existing knowledge on PGRs, referencing errors and overgeneralizations significantly weaken its credibility. Major revisions are needed to address these issues before the manuscript can be considered scientifically sound.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality of the manuscript fall short of the standards required for scholarly communication.
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